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The difficulty, we are told, is that 
societal attitudes change Thirfgs 
that were formerly condoned, even 
encouraged, fall out of fashion. 
'Time makes ancient good un- 
couth/' and so on. 

Thus we are urged to be compas- 
sionate toward (or even pin hero's 
medals to the chest of) Richard 
Helms, the former CIA chief who 
lied under oath and got caught. 

Only a tiny handful of Helms’s de- 
fenders— and they are legion— ask 
us to believe that this devoted public 
servant didn’t really lie. What most 
of them ask Is that we understand 
that he was In a very difficult situa- 
tion, torn between his oath to pro- 
tect the secrets of the CIA and his 
oath to tell the truth to senators who 
were considering his appointment as 
ambassador to Iran. 

And most of all, we are asked to 
remember that “times have 
changed/* that it lsii’t fair to Judge 
1973 offences by 1977 standards. 

If the arguments are familiar, it is 
because we have heard them before. 



We shouldn’t hound Richard Nixon 
out of office, we were told, because 
John Kennedy, Lyndon Johnson and 
others committed similar offenses 
and got away. 

Spiro Agnew’s fall came not be- 
cause he committed a whole cata- 
logue of corrupt acts but because he 
got caught In a time warp of chang- 
ing values. He, and Marvin Mandel, 
his successor as governor of Mary- 
land, only did what came naturally 
(before times changed) for Baltimore 
politicos. 

Likewise with Bert Lance, the 
scores of beneficiaries of Korean 
philanthropist Tongsun Park and 
Lord knows who else. 

The people upon whom we are 
urged to look with compassion have 
one thing In common: They are 
“somebody.” By the same token, those 
doing most of the urging have in com- 
mon the fact that they are long-time 
friends of these “somebodies.” iJ 

Since l am nobody, and since I am 
not a close friend of anyone who is 
"somebody,” perhaps I could be In- 
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dulged a modest proposal. In consid- 
eration of the fact that times change 
and, with them, our values, we 
might consider a periodic wholesale 
amnesty. Say every two years. 

If any “somebody” goes for two 
years without getting caught, he 
should be granted an automatic ex- 
emption from the new morality. His 
slate should be wiped clean. 

The obvious objection is that such 
a plan, applied solely to “somebod- 
ies,” constitutes a double standard 
that, in Itself, runs against the new 
morality. v ••t 

Naturally, I’ve thought of that. 
Taking a listing in the Congres- 
sional Directory as a pretty fair indi- 
cator of “somebodiness”— at least In 
the government— there are approxi- 
mately 12,800 "somebodies” among 
us. Figuring on the basis of a na- 
tional population of 220 million, that 
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lar forgiveness should be awarded— » 

perhaps on the basis of a lottery— to ^ ^ 
17,187 of the rest of us. The lucky * . 
winners could then confess, without / % c 
fear of punishment, that they had 
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cheated on their income tax or pad- - ' 
ded their expense accounts or 
bought a suit of clothes from the 
“hot man/ 

A case could be made, of course, 
that the “nobodies,” having less op- / m T 
portUnity for corruption,’ are likely ^ 
to be less corrupt than the "some- a 3 
bodies” and thus less needful of am- v a t r 
besty. *$, s'**' 

Therefore, as an alternative, I pro- s ,7 rt ; , 
pose that the 17,187 ordinaries to be • |fi 
fprglven be chosen from among the 



ranks of prisoners, In which case 



their corruptness can be taken for ‘ ' 

granted. With our national prison Jty 1 
population estimated at some 200,- :■ *. 

000, we would only have to forgive a - > {r »• j 

sq »: - 

fairness, is that every time a “some- could find another source of license 
body” has his slate wiped clean, simi- plates. 



works out to about 17,187 ordinary dozen Helmses to clean out the pri- 
folk for every “somebody.” sons altogether. 

What I propose, in the interest of I’m sure American Ingenuity ; r , 
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